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Art Unit: 2153 



DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 



of 1999 (AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being 
examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 
U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-11, 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Varma (US 6,336,134). 

As set forth in claim 1, Varma discloses a system (fig. 2 (shows a computer system)) for 
providing synchronization verification of multiple applications across remote systems; see col. 7, 
lines 15-18 (these lines disclose the synchronization of the programs), the synchronization 
verification system comprising: local application sharing logic configured to receive events to be 



The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
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shared from a loca, application comprising at ta one local „„„ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

.vents ,o be shared; see co,. 5, ,i„es 50-55, c„,. 7, lines ,-2, (,he synchronic information is 

utilized ,o maintain the uniformity of ^ system ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

sharing logic configured t0 receive eveMs ,„ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(«* synchronization), and transmit said events ,o a, ,eas, one corresponding remote application 
comprising a, ieast one remote apphcation window, for processing (par, of me synchronization 
invoivcs communication with me other diem, and window synchronization verification logic 
configured ,o correlate said sa, ieas, one local apphcation window with said a, ,eas, one remote 
apphcation window (the synchronization of the system performs this correlation; see generaUy co, 
5-co,. 13, for me disc.osure related t „ me synchronization of the system. Tne system genenjly 
mvolves the collaboration of clients in a work space. TMs collaboration requires the 
synchronization of information i„ „ rder t0 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

synchronization system). 

verification ,ogic further comprises: static synchronization version logic con^ t0 verify 
synchronization of said a, .east one local application window with said a, leas, one remote 
application window a, system sta*up; see co,. 6, lines 55-60 (here i, states ta tire system 
determines which partitions can remain unchanged in contias, ,„ the dynamically changed 
elements, this is the static synchronization). 
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As set forth in claim 3, Varma discloses a system wherein said static synchronization 
verification logic further comprises: local static synchronization verification logic configured to 
select said first local application window and direct said at least one corresponding remote 
application to locate a first remote application window corresponding to said first local 
application window; and remote static synchronization verification logic configured to find said 
first remote application window corresponding to said first local application window in said at 
least one corresponding remote application; see col. 6, line 53-col. 7, line 21 (part of the 
synchronization involves correlating the programs to be synchronized with each other). 

As set forth in claim 4, Varma discloses a system wherein remote static synchronization 
verification logic further comprises: remote static synchronization reply logic configured to notify 
said local static synchronization verification logic if said first remote application window 
corresponding to said first local application window is found in said at least one corresponding 
remote application; and wherein said local static synchronization verification logic further 
comprises: local message generation logic configured to generate a message for display to said 
local application if said first remote application window corresponding to said first local 
application window is not found; see col. 17, line 62-col. 18, line 14 (indication that the specified 
program is not existent, upon attempting to perform a modification notification is sent as to 
whether that modification is permitted by the client). 

As set forth in claim 5, Varma discloses a system wherein said window synchronization 
verification logic further comprises: dynamic synchronization verification logic configured to 
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verify synchronization of said at least 0 „ e ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ° f ^ 31 ™ window with ^ a , lcas( OM remote 

see co.. ,3, ,i„e 60-c„, 14 , ,i„e 59, and co,. 5, H„es 47-59 (me dynamic process wi ^ 
wo* spaces are synchronized ,o each other so tha, the dynamica,,y altered axeas are 

synchronized). 

As se, forth in Cairn 7, Varma disc.oses a me(h od for providing synchronization 
verification of multiple apphcations across remote systems (f lg . 2 (shows a computer system), 

*e steps of: se,ec,ing a ,ocal application, said ,„eal application a, ,east one loca, applicant 
wndow, to share events with at .east one corresponding remote application; see co.. 5, lines 50- 
55, col. 7, lines 1-21 (the synchronization information is utilized to maintain the uniformity of the 

*-«-»*.*, (hwtai- . 11#lllaMttii rtBta 

least one remote application window for processing (pa,, of the synchronization process,- and 
vexing synchronization of said a, .east one ,oca. application window with said a, leastone 
remote apphcation window; see generally co,. 5-co.. ,3, for the disc.osure re.ated ,„ the 

space. This c„„abo ra ,ion retires the synchronization of information in „ rd er ,„ perform me 
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workgroup functions over a network. The system additionally delineates between both static and 
dynamic areas for determining the relevant synchronization system). 

As set forth in claim 8, Varma discloses a method further comprising the step of: 
providing static synchronization of said at least one local application window with said at least 
one remote application window prior to transmitting said shared events; see col. 6, lines 55-60 
(here it states that the system determines which partitions can remain unchanged in contrast to the 
dynamically changed elements, this is the static synchronization). 

As set forth in claim 9, Varma discloses a method further comprising the steps of: 
selecting a first local application window; directing said at least one corresponding remote 
application to locate a first remote application window corresponding to said first local 
application window; and finding said first remote application window corresponding to said first 
local application window in said at least one corresponding remote application; see col. 6, line 53- 
col. 7, line 21 (part of the synchronization involves correlating the programs to be synchronized 
with each other). 

As set forth in claim 10, Varma discloses a method further comprising the steps of: 
notifying said local application if said first remote application window corresponding to said first 
local application window is found in said at least one corresponding remote application; and 
generating a message for display by said local application if said first remote application window 
corresponding to said first local application window is not found; see col. 17, line 62-col. 18, line 
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^^e workspacesaresynchroni2edtoeachoftersottefte 
are synchronized). 

venficata of muWpte ap plications across remote ^ 

; . n e Sl , l8(these „ nesdiscl o^e synchronizationof 
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Application/Control Number: 09/507,428 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2153 



col. 5-col. 13, for the disclosure related to the synchronization of the system. The system 
generally involves the collaboration of clients in a work space. This collaboration requires the 
synchronization of information in order to perform the workgroup functions over a network. The 
system additionally delineates between both static and dynamic areas for determining the relevant 
synchronization system). 

As set forth in claim 14, Varma discloses a system wherein said verifying synchronization 
means further comprises: means for providing static synchronization of said at least one local 
application window with said at least one remote application window prior to transmitting said 
share events; see col. 6, lines 55-60 (here it states that the system determines which partitions can 
remain unchanged in contrast to the dynamically changed elements, this is the static 
synchronization). 

As set forth in claim 1 5, Varma discloses a system wherein said means for providing static 
synchronization further comprises: means for selecting a first local application window; means for 
directing said at least one corresponding remote application to locate a first remote application 
window corresponding to said first local application window; and means for finding said first 
remote application window corresponding to said first local application window in said at least 
one corresponding remote application; see col. 6, line 53-col. 7, line 21 (part of the 
synchronization involves correlating the programs to be synchronized with each other). 

As set forth in claim 16, Varma discloses a system wherein said means for providing static 
synchronization further comprises: means for notifying said local application if said first remote 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U S C 1 nv a \ u- u * 

U.S.C. 103(a) winch forms the basis for all obviousness 



rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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4. Claims 6, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Varma (US 6,336,134) in view of Katsurabayashi (US 6,308,199). 

Varma discloses having the synchronization system, however Varma does not disclose 
providing for a failed dynamic synchronization message. Katsurabayashi discloses a system for 
having a shared work space, wherein a check is made as to whether or not synchronization is 
established. Further processing of information is based on the notification of whether or not the 
synchronization is established and the systems are notified as to the status of the system; see col. 
9, lines 49-63. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time this 
invention was made to have provided the system of Varma, with failed synchronization 
notification, as taught by Katsurabayashi. The rationale is as follows: It would have desirable to 
have provided notice to the system of failed synchronization. As Katsurabayashi teaches the 
desirability of providing notice of synchronization failure, one of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated by Katsurabayashi' s teaching to have provided the system of Varma with means for 
notifying a client of dynamic synchronization failure, thereby having provided indication means for 
informing a client as to the reason for work space failure and means for providing notice for need 
for reestablishment of synchronization. 



Conclusion 
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5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Christie et al. (US 5,757,669) discloses a method and apparatus for workgroup 
information replication. 

Leisten et al. (US 6,023,702) discloses a method and apparatus for a process and project 
management computer system. 

Sato et al. (US 6,057,835) discloses a window management system with recording status 

display. 

Kley et al. (US 6,161,146) discloses a distributed group activity data network system and 
corresponding method. 

May et al. (US 6,199,1 16) discloses a method and system for managing data while sharing 
application programs. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tod Kupstas whose telephone number is (703) 305-2655. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess, can be reached at (703) 305-4792. The fax phone number for this 
art unit is (703) 308-7201 . Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
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application or proceeding should be directed to the technology center receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



